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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment field on 05/30/2008 has been entered. Claims 1-9 are still 
pending, with claims 1, 4 and 7 being an independent. 

2. Non-final rejection that was sent on 03/04/2008 is withdrawn in view of new 
ground rejection. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 06/04/2008 was filed after 
the mailing date of 06/04/2008. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 
37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by 
the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 4, 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Claim limitation, "sets processing order of the 
plurality of service processes so that they will be executed serially a/or in parallel." This 
claim limitation does not have three separate embodiments (for example and, or and, 
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and/or ) to enable the claim limitation, as described in original specification, (see, 
paragraph [0008], [0011] and [0012]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Estrada 
et al., "Estrada" (US Publication number 2003/0142126 A1) in view of Kenichi (Japan 
publication number 2001-216452). 

Regarding claim 1 , Estrada discloses a service processing apparatus (see fig. 3) 
comprising: 

a setting unit that sets at least a location of processing document data (see items 
307 and 312, fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] setting documents) and a content of a 
plurality of service processes to be executed on the document data, and sets 
processing order of the plurality of service processes so that they will be executed 
serially an/or in parallel (see fig. 33 and paragraph [0229] program referred to executing) 
and; 

a generating unit that generates, on the basis of a content of settings made by the 
setting unit, instruction data to be used for executing the plurality of service processes 
on file document data in the processing order set by the setting unit (see fig. 34 and 
fig. 35, paragraph [0249] and [0250] file documents); 
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a plurality of service processing apparatuses connected o a network execute the 
plurality of service processes on the document data in a cooperative manner (see 
fig. 13, fig. 33 and paragraph [0229] processing). 

Estrada does not disclose an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the 
instruction data; and a cooperative processing unit that makes, on the basis of 
interpretation results of the interpreting unit. 

However, Kenichi discloses an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the 
instruction data (see paragraph [00029] 1st interface section has desirably the function 
to interpret the instruction); and a cooperative processing unit that makes, on the basis 
of interpretation results of the interpreting unit (see paragraph [00029] 1st interface 
section has desirably the function to interpret the instruction). 

It would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time when the invention 
was made to use Kenichi's an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the instruction 
data in Estrada's a service processing apparatus because it will allow to interpret the 
instruction in accordance with predetermined application interface agreement, [Kenichi, 
see paragraph[0029]). 

Regarding claim 2, Estrada discloses the service processing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , further comprising: 

a judging unit that judges whether each of the plurality of service processes is 
executable (see paragraph [0152] Open form handler 167 determines that the 
command is for the ACME place, for its top room Main.nsf, and using the pageill form); 
and 
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a processing unit that makes, if a service process is judged unexcitable by file 
judging unit, a service processing apparatus in charge of the unexcitable service 
execute a predetermined executable service process (see paragraph [0181] 
Alternatively, the user could have selected other options which would result in 
execution of other commands 229, such as create user, and so forth). 

Regarding claim 3, Kenichi discloses the service processing apparatus 
according to claim 1 , further comprising a rewriting unit that rewrites the instruction data 
so that service processes that are currently defined as being executed serially will be 
executed in parallel when the service processes that are to be executed serially in the 
processing order can be executed in parallel (see paragraph [0005] service of plurality [ 
processes/ a series of /operating ], and since it was specifically built on application 
(application program)). 

Regarding claim 4, Estrada discloses a processing service method comprising: 
setting at least a location of processing document data (see items 307 and 312, 
fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] setting documents) and 

a content of a plurality of service processes to be executed on the document data 
(see fig. 33 and paragraph [0229] program referred to executing), and 
setting processing order of the plurality of service processes so that they win be 
executed serially and/or parallel generating, on the basis of a content of settings made 
in the setting step, instruction data to be used for executing the plurality of service 
processes on the document data in the processing order set in the setting step (see 
fig. 34 and fig. 35, paragraph [0249] and [0250] file documents); 
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a plurality of service processing apparatuses connected to a network execute the 
plurality of service on the document data in a cooperative manner (see fig. 13, fig. 33 and 
paragraph [0229] processing). 

Estrada does not disclose interpreting a content of the instruction data; and 
making, on the basis of interpretation results in the interpreting step, 
However, Kenichi discloses interpreting a content of the instruction data (see 
paragraph [00029] 1st interface section has desirably the function to interpret the 
instruction); and 

making, on the basis of interpretation results in the interpreting step (see paragraph 
[00029] 1st interface section has desirably the function to interpret the instruction). 

It would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time when the invention 
was made to use Kenichi's an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the instruction 
data in Estrada's a service processing apparatus because it will allow to interpret the 
instruction in accordance with predetermined application interface agreement, [Kenichi, 
see paragraph[0029]). 

Regarding claim 5, Estrada discloses the service processing method according to 
claim 4, further comprising: 

judging whether each of the plurality Of service processes is executablefsee fig. 26 
and paragraph [0152] Open form handler 167 determines that the command is for the 
ACME place, for its top room Main.nsf, and using the pageUI form); and making, if a 
service process is judged unexcitable, a service processing apparatus in charge of the 
unexcitable service process execute a predetermined executable service process (see 
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fig. 14 and paragraph [0181] Alternatively, the user could have selected other options 
which would result in execution of other commands 229, such as create user, and so 
forth). 

Regarding claim 6, Kenichi discloses the service processing method according 
to claim 4, further comprising rewriting the instruction data so that service processes 
that are currently defined as being executed serially will be executed in parallel when 
the service processes that ate to be executed serially in the processing order can be 
executed in parallel ((see paragraph [0005] service of plurality [ processes/ a series of/ 
operating ], and since it was specifically built on application (application program)). 

Regarding claim 7, Estrada discloses a service processing apparatus 
comprising: 

a setting unit that sets at least a location of processing document data (see items 
307 and 312, fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] setting documents); 
and a content of a plurality of service processes to be executed on the document data 
{see fig. 33 and paragraph [0229] program referred to executing), and 
a generating unit that generates, on the basis of a content of settings made by the 
setting unit, instruction data to be used for executing the plurality of service processes 
on the document data in the processing order set by the setting unitfsee fig. 34 and 
fig. 35, paragraph [0249] and [0250] file documents); and 

a sending unit that sends the instruction data to a service processing apparatus 
for executing a next service process after the process executing unit has finished 
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execution of the service process (see item 307, fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] server 
sends new set of instructions to browser to represent document). 

Estrada does not disclose sets processing order of the plurality of service processes 
so that they will be executed serially and/or in parallel; 

an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the instruction data. 

a process executing unit that executes a service process on the document data on 
the basis of interpretation results of the interpreting unit. 

However, Kenichi discloses sets processing order of the plurality of service 
processes so that they will be executed serially and/or in parallel (see paragraph [0005] 
service of plurality [processes/ a series of / operating], and since it was specifically built 
on application (application program)); 

an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the instruction data (see paragraph 
[00029] 1st interface section has desirably the function to interpret the instruction); 

a process executing unit that executes a service process on the document data on 
the basis of interpretation results of the interpreting unit (see paragraph [00029] 1st 
interface section has desirably the function to interpret the instruction); 

It would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time when the 
invention was made to use Kenichi's an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the 
instruction data in Estrada's a service processing apparatus because it will allow to 
interpret the instruction in accordance with predetermined application interface 
agreement, [Kenichi, see paragraph[0029]). 
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Regarding claim 8, Estrada discloses the service processing apparatus to claim 
7 further comprising: 

a judging unit that judges whether the service process is executable (see fig. 26 and 
paragraph [0152] Open form handler 167 determines that the command is for the ACME 
place, for its top room Main.nsf, and using the pageUI form)] and 

a processing unit that executes a predetermined executable service process if the 
service process is judged unexcitable by the judging unit (see fig. 14 and paragraph 
[0181] Alternatively, the user could have selected other options which would result in 
execution of other commands 229, such as create user, and so forth). 

Regarding claim 9, Estrada discloses a service processing method comprising: 

setting at least a location of processing document data and a content of a plurality 
of service processes to be executed on the document data see items 307 and 312, 
fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] setting documents) , and 

generating, on the basis of a content of settings made in the setting step, 
instruction data to be used for executing the plurality of service processes on the 
document data in the in g order set in the setting step (see fig. 34 and fig. 35, paragraph 
[0249] and [0250] file documents) ; and 

sending the instruction data to a service processing apparatus for executing a next 
service process after the process executing step has finished execution of the service 
process (see item 307, fig. 31 and paragraph [0225] server sends new set of instructions 
to browser to represent document). 
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Estrada does not disclose setting processing order of the plurality of service 
processes so that they will be executed serially and/or in parallel; 
interpreting a content of the instruction data; and 

executing a service process on the document data on the basis of interpretation 
results in the interpreting step. 

However, Kenichi disclose setting processing order of the plurality of service 
processes so that they will be executed serially and/or in parallel (see paragraph [0005] 
service of plurality [ processes/ a series of /operating ], and since it was specifically 
built on application (application program))] 

interpreting a content of the instruction data (see paragraph [00029] 1st interface 
section has desirably the function to interpret the instruction); 

executing a service process on the document data on the basis of interpretation 
results in the interpreting step (see paragraph [00029] 1st interface section has 
desirably the function to interpret the instruction). 

It would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time when the 
invention was made to use Kenichi's an interpreting unit that interprets a content of the 
instruction data in Estrada's a service processing apparatus because it will allow to 
interpret the instruction in accordance with predetermined application interface 
agreement, [Kenichi, see paragraph[0029]). 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments field on 05/30/2008 have been respectfully considered. 
Claim inventions are rejected under new ground of rejection. Therefore the arguments 
are moot. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AKLILU k. WOLDEMARIAM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3247. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:30 a.m- 
5:00 p.m EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samir Ahmed can be reached on 571 -272-741 3. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Samir Ahmed, 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2624 

A.W. 

Examiner, Art Unit 2624 
09/11/2008 



/Samir A. Ahmed/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



